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The InterAmerican Court of Human
Rights had no such reluctance in as-
signing blame to the Honduran govern-
ment during its adjudication of a case
brought against the Government of
Honduras by the InterAmerican Com-
mission on Human Rights in 1987. In
deciding the case of Honduran citizen
Velasquez Rodriquez the Court found
that “‘a practice of disappearances car-
ried out or tolerated by Honduran offi-
cials existed between 1981-84.”” And, as
I mentioned earlier, based upon an ex-
tensive review of U.S. intelligence in-
formation by the CIA Working Group
in 1996, the CIA is prepared to stipulate
that ‘‘during the 1980-84 period, the
Honduran military committed most of
the hundreds of human rights abuses
reported in Honduras. These abuses
were often politically motivated and
officially sanctioned.”

Moreover, Mr. Negroponte should
have been forewarned to look for signs
of government sponsored human rights
abuses in light of concerns that his
predecessor Ambassador Jack Binns, a
career foreign service officer, had
raised with the State Department con-
cerning the mind set of the architect of
Honduras’ domestic countersubversion
program with respect to a willingness
to extrajudicial means in the context
of such programs. Ambassador Binns
was speaking about General Gustavo
Alvarez who became Commander in
Chief of the Honduran Armed Forces in
1982, and who had been Commander of
Honduran Public Security Forces,
FUSEP, from 1980-82.

Based upon the Committee’s review
of State Department and CIA docu-
ments, it would seem that Ambassador
Negroponte knew far more about gov-
ernment perpetuated human rights
abuses than he chose to share with the
committee in 1989 or in Embassy con-
tributions at the time to annual State
Department Human Rights reports.
For example, a Negroponte cable sum-
marizing meetings between Congress-
man Solarz and Honduran government
officials in January 1985 makes note of
a Honduran official’s concerns about
future human rights abuses due to
“fears that there might still be some
‘‘secret operating cells” left from the
Alvarez era,” here referring to General
Alvarez who had headed the Honduran
armed forces until he was removed in
1984 by his fellow officers.

I don’t quite know the difference be-
tween a ‘‘death squad’ and ‘‘secret op-
erating cells’”, but since Ambassador
Negroponte is officially on record as
saying that no death squads existed in
Honduras during his tenure, there must
be some difference.

There are also discrepancies with re-
spect to when he became aware of cer-
tain cases where Honduran authorities
were secretly detaining and torturing
Hondurans suspected of subversion.
And how he chose to report those cases
to Washington. The case of dual na-
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tional Ines Consuelo Murillo comes
most readily to mind. Her detention
and torture was described in detail on
April 15, 1995 in the Baltimore Sun.

These are but a few examples. There
were others which taken together,
paint a very mixed picture of whether
the U.S. embassy was doing much to
discourage Honduran government prac-
tices or how comprehensively it was
collecting and reporting on such
abuses. Having said that, there were no
“smoking guns’ in the documents that
have been provided to the Committee.

I know that this week is not just any
week. I also know that the President is
anxious to have an ambassador at the
United Nations is a high priority, par-
ticularly in light of recent events. I
will not stand in the way of the Senate
moving forward with this nomination.
I believe that yesterday’s decision by
the Committee on Foreign Relations to
put on the public record all the addi-
tional declassified information that it
has compiled in reviewing this nomina-
tion will contribute to the healing and
reconciliation that is still ongoing in
Honduras.

Finally I would say a word of caution
to other career foreign service officers,
particularly junior officers, that they
not consider this nominee’s lack of
candor before the committee as a
model to be emulated. A United States
Ambassador is a representative of the
United States Government and ulti-
mately works for the American people.
That means that our ambassadors have
an obligation to be truthful and forth-
coming in relations with Congress as
we are the people’s representatives. If
they are under instruction to withhold
information as a matter of policy they
should say so. Then, we can take it up
with their superiors if we choose to do
so. In my estimation, Mr. Negroponte
did neither in his dealings with the
Congress. I am deeply saddened to
come to that judgement. Having said
that Ambassador Negroponte has had a
distinguished career and on balance
has discharged his responsibilities ably
and honorably. For that reason, I in-
tend to give him the benefit of the
doubt in light of how extremely polar-
ized relations between the Congress
and the Executive were over U.S. pol-
icy in Central America when he was
serving as Ambassador in Honduras. I
will therefore support his nomination
to the position of the U.S. Permanent
Representative to the United Nations.

———

LEGISLATIVE SESSION

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under
the previous order, the Senate will now
resume legislative session.

——
NATIONAL HISTORICALLY BLACK

COLLEGES AND UNIVERSITIES
WEEK

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent the Judiciary Com-
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mittee be discharged from consider-
ation of S. Res. 159, and the Senate
then proceed to its immediate consid-
eration.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered. The clerk
will report the resolution by title.

The assistant legislative clerk read
as follows:

A resolution (S. Res. 159) designating the
week beginning September 16, 2001, as ‘‘Na-
tional Historically Black Colleges and Uni-
versities Week.”

There being no objection, the Senate
proceeded to the consideration of the
resolution.

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent the resolution and pre-
amble be agreed to en bloc and that the
motion to reconsider be laid upon the
table, with no intervening action.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

The resolution (S. Res.
agreed to.

The preamble was agreed to.

The resolution, with its preamble,
reads as follows:

S. RES. 159

Whereas there are 105 historically black
colleges and universities in the United
States;

Whereas black colleges and universities
provide the quality education so essential to
full participation in a complex, highly tech-
nological society;

Whereas black colleges and universities
have a rich heritage and have played a
prominent role in American history;

Whereas black colleges and universities
have allowed many underprivileged students
to attain their full potential through higher
education; and

Whereas the achievements and goals of his-
torically black colleges and universities are
deserving of mnational recognition: Now,
therefore, be it

Resolved,

SECTION 1. DESIGNATION OF NATIONAL HIS-
TORICALLY BLACK COLLEGES AND
UNIVERSITIES WEEK.

The Senate—

(1) designates the week beginning Sep-
tember 16, 2001, as ‘‘National Historically
Black Colleges and Universities Week’’; and

(2) requests that the President of the
United States issue a proclamation calling
on the people of the United States and inter-
ested groups to observe the week with appro-
priate ceremonies, activities, and programs
to demonstrate support for historically
black colleges and universities in the United
States.

159) was

——————

ORDER THE RECORD REMAIN
OPEN UNTIL 3:30 P.M.

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that the RECORD remain
open today until 3:30 for statements
and introduction of bills.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

———

MEASURE INDEFINITELY
POSTPONED—S. 1426

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that once H.R. 2888, the
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